Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for Ballona Creek
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Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for Ballona Creek

Total Zine (pgil)

920

80

70 1

60

50

40 7

30

20 1

Ballona Creek
Total Zinc vs. TSS

A ©11/08/2002
1211612002
-, A02/11/2003
X 03/15/2003
y = -0.0194x + 56.616
R?*=0.0792
100 200 300 400 500 600 700

Total Suspended Solids (mg/L)




Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for Malibu Creek
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Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for Malibu Creek
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Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for Malibu Creek




Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for Los Angeles River
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Figure 4-5.

Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for Los Angeles River
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Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for Los Angeles River
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Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for Coyote Creek
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Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for Coyote Creek
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Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for Coyote Creek
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Figure 4-5.

Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for Coyote Creek
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Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for San Gabriel River
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Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for San Gabriel River
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Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for San Gabriel River
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Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for San Gabriel River
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Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for San Gabriel River
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Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for Dominguez Channel
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Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for Dominguez Channel
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Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for Dominguez Channel
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Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for Dominguez Channel
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Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for Santa Clara
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Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for Santa Clara
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Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for Santa Clara
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Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for Santa Clara
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Figure 4-5. Correlation Between Metals and Total Suspended Solids for Santa Clara
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